
"Was Cornelia Phillips Spencer simply like any other person of her day?" he asked Monday during the ceremony.  "Or was she a person of significant influence in the politics that helped end Reconstruction and set in motion what unfortunately followed--the political wedge quickly driven between whites and blacks, the Jim Crow laws, and the forms of sanctioned terror used to keep blacks in a separate and inferior position to whites?"

"We all know that the University came into being in a deeply unjust social system and was intended to serve that system.  Despite these origins, many would argue that the University has also had a very positive historical and current impact on society.  How then should the University of today remember its past?"

"The university, as a child of the Revolution, emerged directly from these eighteenth-century thrusts toward political liberty and public enlightenment."

The focus of our campaign to reconsider the Bell Award is the present, not the past.  We are trying to use history as a tool to shape the present and the future.  If our history is censored, if it is racist, it cannot serve the cause of racial justice today.

One of the issues is how the university looks at its history today.  Does it honestly confront its history of slavery and white supremacy without flinching?  Or does it deny this history, or dismiss it by giving it lip service?  Does it honor the few white people who stood up for racial justice in Cornelia Spencer's day?  Does it honor the black workers who built and maintained the university?

If the university is going to be a moral leader in terms of racial justice, it will take this history seriously.  If the university is going to celebrate the contributions of all women, not just white professional women, it will take this history seriously.  Not being willing to look at your history honestly is a sign that you are ashamed of something, that you are covering it up, and that whatever it is, you don't want to deal with it's consequences in the present.
